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Response to Comment Letter I2 

Barrance Zakar 

January 14, 2014 

I2-1 The County of San Diego (County) acknowledges the 

commenter’s opposition to the Proposed Project. The 

information in this comment will be provided in the 

Final Program Environmental Impact Report (FPEIR) 

for review and consideration by the decision makers.  

The County agrees that the Proposed Project would 

result in a significant and unavoidable impact to visual 

character and quality. See Chapter 2.1 of the Draft 

Program Environmental Impact Report (DPEIR) for a 

discussion of aesthetic impacts. 

I2-2 The County acknowledges the commenter’s concern 

with fire risk in the Boulevard area and fire hazards 

associated with the Proposed Project. The type of tracker 

proposed for the Proposed Project does not heat water or 

other fluids to produce energy, so the comment regarding 

water pipes in solar facilities is not applicable. The 

DPEIR is based on extensive analysis conducted in 

coordination with the fire agencies, including the San 

Diego County Fire Authority (SDCFA), the California 

Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire), 

and the San Diego Rural Fire Protection District, and is 

consistent with industry standards and procedures. As 

stated in the DPEIR Section 3.1.4.3.3, an increase in the 
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risk of wildland fire would occur on the site during 

construction and decommissioning where there is the 

largest amount of fuel on the site combined with 

increased activity and ignition sources. However, with 

implementation of a site-specific Construction Fire 

Prevention Plan that will be approved by the SDCFA 

and CalFire as described in the project design feature 

(PDF) PDF-HZ-2, as well as with implementation of 

PDF-TR-1 that would ensure safe access in the area 

during construction for emergency responders, impacts 

are anticipated to be less than significant during 

construction and decommissioning. Additionally, it 

should be noted that the Proposed Project would 

contribute funding toward local fire and emergency 

response capabilities to ensure that the increased demand 

for fire protection services from the Proposed Project 

will not result in a significant impact (see PDF-PS-1 in 

Section 3.1.7.3.1 of the DPEIR). 

Wildfires may occur in the area, but based on the 

available research and scientific principles applied to 

the risk evaluation presented in the  DPEIR, would 

not be considered to have the ability to ignite the 

trackers, which would be set back from off-site, 

higher BTU producing wildland fuels. In addition,  

fuel modification would be provided throughout the 

facilities. Because of the low probability of a CPV 

tracker fire and for wildland fire would cause a CPV 

tracker to ignite, the potential generation of toxic 
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vapors is low. Further, in the unforeseen event that 

occurs, it would be limited in extent due to the non-

combustibility of the CPV trackers, the spacing 

provided between adjacent CPV trackers, and the 

ability of on-site personnel and responding fire 

fighters to minimize fire spread through application 

of firefighting practices for energized facilities. 

 The County generally agrees that the Proposed Project 

would introduce possible ignition sources. To reduce the 

risk of fire on the site and improve the effectiveness of 

an emergency response should a fire occur on site, site-

specific Fire Protection Plans (FPPs) for the Tierra del 

Sol solar farm (Appendix 3.1.4-5 of the DPEIR) and the 

Rugged solar farm (Appendix 3.1.4-6 of the DPEIR) 

have been prepared, will be approved, and will be 

implemented. The FPPs were prepared by a County-

approved California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) 

consultant in accordance with the County’s Guidelines 

for Determining Significance and Report Format and 

Content Requirements: Wildland Fire and Fire 

Protection (2010). As specified in the FPPs, adequate 

access will be provided to the solar sites and emergency 

personnel will be trained. As per PDF-HZ-3, similar site-

specific FPPs would be prepared and approved by the 

SDCFA for the LanEast and LanWest solar farms prior 

to approval of a Major Use Permit. It should be reiterated 

however that permits are not currently being sought for 

the LanEast and LanWest solar farms.   
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With regard to electrical fires, please refer to the 

response to comment O10-82.  With regard to 

response to fires associated with transmission lines, 

please refer to the response to comment I1-5. 

I2-3 The County acknowledges this comment. Potential 

impacts to avian species and other biological resources 

were considered and addressed in the DPEIR. As 

indicated in Chapter 2.3 of the DPEIR, glare and 

pseudo-lake effect from the trackers were deemed to 

be a low risk to avian movement and migration due to 

a number of factors, including array design, tracker 

design, and site location. In addition, mitigation 

measures such as M-BI-PP-10 and M-BI-PP-13 have 

been included to reduce impacts to avian species. 

Refer to Chapter 2.3 of the DPEIR for further details.  

I2-4 Steam turbines are not part of the tracker technology 

being proposed; therefore, water will not be required 

for wet-cooling. The commenter is referred to DPEIR 

Section 1.2.1.1 and Table 1-7 for a description of the 

sources and amount of water needed for operation of 

the Proposed Project, as well as Common Response 

WR1. The DPEIR has determined that the Proposed 

Project would have a less than significant impact on 

groundwater supply and groundwater quality (DPEIR 

Sections 3.1.5.3.3, 3.1.5.3.4). In response to the 

concern related to the possibility of toxicity 

associated with soil binding agents, it should be noted 
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that the proposed soil binding agent is a water-soluble, 

vinyl acetate/acrylic copolymer—an environmentally 

safe, non-hazardous material.  

 As stated in Chapter 1.0, Project Description, in-place 

tracker washing would occur every 6 to 8 weeks 

during evening hours. The application of water to 

tracker panel surfaces (a closed system) as part of 

regular operations and maintenance would not degrade 

panel materials such that panel components would 

leach potentially hazardous materials such as soluble 

toxins that could affect or otherwise degrade 

groundwater resources.  

I2-5 The County acknowledges this comment however; the 

comment does not raise an environmental issue. It 

should be noted that the Proposed Project is consistent 

with the land use designation and zoning of the sites, 

provided a Major Use Permit and associated findings 

are approved for the Proposed Project. To the extent 

the commenter is concerned about the availability of 

recreational development and other land uses for the 

Proposed Project, the County found in DPEIR Section 

3.2.1 that the Proposed Project would have a less than 

significant impact on park and recreational services.  

The information in this comment will be provided in 

the FPEIR for review and consideration by the 

decision makers. 
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I2-6 The County acknowledges the commenter’s 

opposition to the Proposed Project. The information in 

this comment will be provided in the FPEIR for 

review and consideration by the decision makers. The 

comment does not raise an environmental issue.  

However, it should be noted that the Proposed Project 

is consistent with the land use designation and zoning 

of the sites, as well as the Boulevard Subregional Plan 

Area Community Plan (DPEIR Section 2.5.3.2). 

I2-7 The comment is acknowledged and will be included in 

the FPEIR for review and consideration by the 

decision makers. The comment does not raise an 

environmental issue. 

I2-8 The County acknowledges the commenter’s 

preference for an alternate location for the Proposed 

Project in either completely uninhabited areas or near 

population centers that would purportedly use most of 

the Proposed Project’s electrical output. The 

applicants have set forth in their development 

applications the proposed solar farm sites as the 

Proposed Project to be considered by the County and 

analyzed in the DPEIR. The County has an obligation 

under CEQA to analyze a range of reasonable 

alternatives to the Proposed Project or to the location 

of the Proposed Project that would both attain most of 

the objectives of the Proposed Project and avoid or 

substantially lessen any of the significant impacts of 
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the Proposed Project (14 CCR 15126.6(a)). An 

environmental impact report is only required to set 

forth a range of alternatives necessary to permit a 

reasoned choice (14 CCR 15126.6(f)). The County has 

met this standard by analyzing eight different 

alternatives to the Proposed Project, including 

different locations and the No Project Alternative 

(DPEIR, pp. 4.0-9 to 4.0-55). The applicants reviewed 

a number of different locations throughout the County 

and screened these locations for their ability to meet 

the Proposed Project objectives (DPEIR, p. 4.0-8). 

Siting the Proposed Project elsewhere in the 

continental United States, as the commenter suggests, 

would not meet most of the Proposed Project 

objectives, including creating solar energy in the San 

Diego basin to provide a source of local generation 

and improve reliability, siting solar facilities in areas 

within the County that have excellent solar attributes, 

and supporting the local economy through the creation 

of high-wage jobs (DPEIR, p. 1.0-1).  

 The commenter points to rooftop solar as a reasonable 

voluntary method. The County’s consideration of 

distributed generation as an alternative to the Proposed 

Project is found in Section 4.2 of the DPEIR. Please 

refer to common response ALT2 and the responses to 

comments O10-102 to O10-113 regarding the 

County’s elimination of the distributed-generation 

alternative as infeasible. 
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I2-9 The DPEIR Section 3.1.3 analyzes the potential 

impacts from the Proposed Project’s greenhouse gas 

emissions in accordance with CEQA and the County’s 

Guidelines for Determining Significance and Report 

Format and Content Requirements - Climate Change.  

Related to the commenter’s statements regarding 

global warming, the comment is acknowledged and 

will be included in the FPEIR for review and 

consideration by the decision makers.  

I2-10 The comment is acknowledged and will be included in 

the FPEIR for review and consideration by the 

decision makers. The comment does not raise an 

environmental issue. 
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